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CANDID ANIMADV.ERSIONS, &c. 


\ "Be 


IR. HENRY MOORE, a Preacher amongſt 
| 1 K the Methodiſts, and a very zealous and 
active frtend' to thoſe new arrangements on which 
J have ventured to animadvert, has, within theſe 
tew days, publiſhed, what he is pleaſed to call a 
Reply to the © Conſiderations on a Separation of 
the Methodiſts from the Eſtabliſhed Church.“ 
This Gentleman I have: long known, and very 
much regarded. The only uſe, however, which 
he has made of his acquaintance with me, and 
his perfect knowledge of niy private character, 
has conſiſted in ſome alluſions to my circum- 
ſtances as an individual, which I conceive to be 
equally trifkng and unkind. He has thought 
good to repreſent: me as on the rack of a too 
ealy. chair,” and has claſſed me with | 


The herd of Gentlemen who write at eaſe, 


To what herd I may belong, is unqueſtionably 
a circeumſtance of no moment whaté ves in the 
preſent buſineſs. But I ſhould think Mr. M. “'s 
good ſenſe ought to have taught him that it can 
be no crime in any perſon to be found in that 
place in Soriety which Providence has allotted 
to him, And he might alſo have recollected, that 
it 1 ſuffer, the. rack of a tao eaſy chair,” it is 
becauſe I, have been enfeebled and unfitted for 
ative life, by protrafted-and ſevere indiſpoſition; 


4 


(7 


a matter, one ſhould think, more apt to have ex. 
cited the tenderneſs, than have furniſhed occa. 
ſion for the perſonalities of a pious Chriſtian, and 
an old friend. e : CEA 


How far I have been a buſy body in othe 
men's matters, let the unprejudiced reader judge. 
If the intereſts of Methodiſm have any degree of 
identity with the intereſts of Chriſtianity, I tru} 


I have an humble right to interfere in them with. 


out the charge of officioufneſs. For though] 
cannot juſtly claim the name of a Methodif 1 
hope I may, in a low degree, profeſs myſelf; 
Chriſtian, and may fay, in the words of Terence, 
aitered in the letter more than in the ſpirit, 
Chmhriſtianus ſum, Chriſtiani oihil a me alienum puto. 


A much more ſerious charge is, that, in aſſert. 


55 ing that the Methodiſts have formed then. 
i + ſelves into an Independent Church, or are 


.* ftriving ſo to do, I am guilty of a miſtake, if 
- © not a wilful falſehood. That the Methodiſts, as 
a body, have formed themſelves into an Inde- 


| pendent Church, I never either aſſerted or ſup- 


poſed; my title page alone ſufficiently implies 
the contrary ; but that /ome among the Metho- 
diſts are ftr:ving /o to do, I have moſt certainly 
taken for granted, in every page I have written, 
But however this may be a Giles it is certainly 
no WILFUL falsehood.” So far from it, that | 
. ſhould be very glad to ſee the contrary poſition 
- clearly and e ee, proved. 


But how does Mr. M. rectify this miſtake, or 
rebut this falſehood ? Is it by telling us in plain 
(alas! too plain) terms, that more than five years 
ago, a plan of Preſpyterial Ordination was adop- 
ted amongſt the Engliſh Methodiſts— that 5 


7 22324 K! · reren 
7 * 2 a N 


; ($7 
M. himſelf, as well as other Preachers, have been 
thus ofdained—and, that, under this ordination, 
they claim a right of adminiſtering the Sacra- 
ments of Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper ?. Is this 
+ refutation of the charge? Does this prove that 
Separation is the lie of the day?“ Is it not, on 
the contrary, a plain direct acknowledgment of 
the fact? For if an Independent Ordination and 
adminiſtration of the» Sacraments. do not con- 


ſtitute an Independent, ſeparate Church, 'I ſhould 1160 
be glad to be informed what does. | C | 1 
Until now, I conceived it was never queſ- {14 ll 
tioned, that when any body of profeſſing Fl 
Chriſtians aſſume a power of ordaining Miniſters - 1 
for themſelves, and by that means eſtabliſh an In- 0 "hy 
dependent Adminiſtration of the Sacraments, 3 It 
they become, /2ps0 facto, Separatiſts from the Wl 
Church to which they had been united. If, hows "41140 
ever, this be not the caſe, I apprehend it will be - .. 4m 
rather hard to prove that there is ſuch a thing as 1 I, 
| Eccleſiaſtical Separation at all. And certainly 


if this be made. out—if it be proved that there 
can be no ſuch thing as Separation, then I muſt 
allow, that all I have ſaid upon the ſubjett is 
mſtake, flouriſh, or indeed any thing Mr. M. 
| chuſes to call it. FW 


| 


| Once more, however, may I be permitted, 
without charge of uſeleſs repetition, to ſtate the 
act as it is ? For near fifty years, the Methodiſts 
have received the Sacraments, only in the Eſta- 
bliſned Church, or from its da ordained 
Miniſters. What deviations may have occurred 
privately. in a few. remote ſocieties, I neither 
know; nor can anſwer for; but ſuch doubtleſs has 


been their (eſtabliſhed. rule, and ſuch their ſ. 
54 bots , * 1 : 25 A 3 ae n lemnly . [ | 
424 | Salt | 


. * 
* 5 
- 
” - 


or wrong 


l 


| lemnly avowed practice. Lately a part of then 


have declared, that for ſome time paſt they have had 


amongſt them an Independent, Preſbyterial Ori. 


nation; and in virtue of this, ſome of their 
Preachers are reſolved, both now and hereafter 
to adminiſter the Sacraments of Baptiſm and the 
Lord's Supper to ſuch of their brethren as chuſe 


d partake with them in all the means of grace; 


and it is mtimated, in a manner not to be mil. 
taken, that thoſe who love their brethren moſt 
will thus join with them. Now the pre/er! queſ. 
tion is not whether this procedure is in 1tſelt right 
but it is ſimply this—Does this prac. 


tice imp y no departure from the old plan ot Me. 


fthodiſm— no formation of an independent ſect 


no {eparation from the Eſtabliſhed Church, more 
than has ever exiſted among the Methodiſts ?... 
With the perſon who can aſſert that it does not, 
I certainly need not argue. It would be a for. 
Jorn hope, to attempt proving to a ſceptick that 
it could not be mid-night when it was broad 
"I have gone over Mr. M. 's pamphlet, page by 
page, again and again, in order to find ſomething 
like an argument in favour of his leading poſi- 
tion, that he and his friends are not forming an 
Independent Church; but I cannot diſcover even 
the ſhadow of one, except the repetition of the old 


tune, that every one who pleaſes may ſtill attend 


his own pariſh Church.” But in the name ol 


=_ 048 and reaſon, what does this amount to ? Does 


ſuch a permiſſion prove, that the Methodiſts ſtil 
continue in the good old way.“ Did they, dur- 
ing the fu ſt forty years of their courſe, only per. 
mt their members io attend their pariſh Churches? 
Alas in thoſe better days, they enjoined it as an 


— 


nini penſable duty upon all, thoſe few has 


been 


atten 
brotl 
any 


ſerio 
| ſhou! 
| were 
| join 


asat 


C beſt « 


but t 
ciate 
and t 


1 


deen bred Diſſenters, and thoſe in London who 
attended the miniſtration of Mr. Weſley or his 
brother, excepted. Or does this permiſſion in 


ſnould ſtill attend their pariſh Churches ? If this 


| joining with themſelves in all the means of grace 
as ateſt of ſuperior love. In ſhort, in the very 
beſt conſtruction that we can put upon it, it proves 
but this one thing only, that Mr. M. and his aſſo- 
ciates have not yet become abſolute perſecutors 
and tyrants. e e . 


declare I do not wiſh to add any colouring to 
the conduct of the Separating Methodiſts, which 
| it does not itſelf contain. On the contrary, I 

ſhould rejoice at this moment to acknowledge, on 
good grounds, that in deeming them Separatiſts, 
] had been in error; and could I ſee cauſe, I 
ſhould retraC the allegation with far greater plea- 
ſure than I made it. But in truth, after the cooleſt 
conſideration, I can ſee nothing in the whole bu- 
ſineſs, but a determined purpoſe to extend the 
en of Independent Churchſhip and Separation 
t 


It is doubtleſs the intention to proceed with cau- 
tion; not to force the Societies into the meaſure 
before they are ripe for it, but rather tp draw 
them by ſcarcely perceptible gradations, and with 
the cords of love. From this, however, we can 


only infer, that they, who have reſolved to alter 


the Methodiſt ſyſtem, underſtand the moſt effec. 
tual means of accompliſhing their purpoſe. But 
when we fee. them uſing thoſe means with the 
moſt zealous earneſtnefs, and at the ſame time 
hear them aſſerting that they are ſtill proceedin 

in “ the good old way, and that Separation is 


any reſpe& imply, that Mr. M. and his friends do 
ſeriouſly intend that the people in their ſocieties | 


were the caſe, ſurely they would not hold out the 


rough the whole Methodiſt body.—See Vote 1. 
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| the-lierof the, day, we are neceſlacily-puzzled—yg 
can only, reſolye ſuch conduct into a ſpecies of 
diſſimulation, Which is . diſgraceful, to human 


beings; or into the folly, of the infant why 
covers his eyes and thinks nobody ſees him. 


I cannot, for my own part, eſteem any ſy ſtem, 
by whomſoever ſupported, which betrays a man 
of good natural ſenſe into the abſurdeſt miſtate. 
ment of notorious facts. Mr. M. roundly aſſerts, 
(I give his own/wotds): that the Society in Lon. 
don, over whom Mr. Weſley himſelf preſided, 
and with whom he ſpent four months in a year, have 
had, as a body, no more connexion with the 
Church of England for forty years paſt, in the 
ſenſe. in which 1 contend for it, than with any 
other body of people. Now the fenſe in which 
I contend- for ſuch; a connexion (as I thould ſup. 
poſe every man who can hinſ upon the ſubjef 
muſt have perceived at once) is ſimply this tha 
b the Methodiſts ſhould, as heretofore, receive the 

| Sacraments only in the Eſtabliſned Church, or 
from its regularly ordained Miniſters. If, then, 
the Society in London have not been in the 
habit of doing this —if, for forty years paſt, they 
have been receiving the Sacraments from Mi- 
nmiſters of every deſcription; or from Miniſten 
_  Preſbyterially ordained amongſt themſelves, | 
moſt readily grant, that Mr. M. is right. But if 
the. very contrary: be the fatt—4f, till very lately, W Lor, 
perhaps until this day (of the former, there is no 205 
ſhadow: of- doubt—of the latter, E am only not ab- hure 


ſolutely certain! 


, they have invariably received WF 7 ki 


the Sacraments from Epiſcopal Miniſters of found 
the Eſtabliſhed Church only—then, and in that I Ake. 
cCaſe, I can only leave Mr. M. 's aſſertion in the ma a 

| hangs of the gentle Reader.. e 
„ e 0915959 26:11 ets Oe Org, That 9 


„ a 
That the London Methodiſts, while thus ro- 


ceiving the Sacraments only. from Epiſcopal Mi- 


niſters of the Eftabliſhe urch, were not, pro- 
perly ſpeaking, in a ſtate of Separation, nor did, 


Methodiſts who receive the Sacraments from 
Miniſters Preſbyterially ordained amongſt them- 
| ſelves, is a ſuppoſition which the fophils 

Aquinas could never torture into plauſibility, 


of himſelf and his friends, in ſo many words, 
We will not form an independent Church!“ 


means by this ? Does he intend to intimate, that 


have, as far as in them lay, formed an Indepen- 
dent Church already? If he does not mean this, 
what is the drift of the motto on the title page? 
If Mr. M. and his friends neither have formed, 


their purpoſe. 


— 


how far I have proceeded on the ground of er- 
ror, or of ' wilful falſehood, in arguing againſt a 
ſeparation of the Methodiſts from the eſtabliſhed 


Church. As to the arguments I have uſed, I have 
no kindneſs for them, further than as they are 


tounded on common ſenſe, experience, and ſcrip- 


| ture. I therefore only deſire, that they may be 
nas para examined, and that each perſon will 
Judge for himſelf how far they are affected by Mr. 


M.'s animadverſions. 1 


-| 


themſelves, conſtitute an Independent Church, 
1s what I can very eaſily conceive. But that this 
ſhould, in any degree, apply to the caſe of thoſe” 


ry of an 
And yet, after all, Mr. M. declares in behalf 


Can any reaſonable perſon imagine what Mr. M. 


the work is not to be done; that he and his friends 


nor will form, an Independent Church, how is 
Mr. Locke's definition of a Church applicable to 


The candid reader will now be able to determine 
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I muſt, however obſerve, hat my ! forced, 

unſeriptural comment upon the parable of the 

tares, conſiſts merely in- my infiſting on our 
r 2 


— 


ord's on words - Mho, whether the term be ares 


or d. rnel tells us..expreſsly, that it means the 


children of the wicked one. | Againſt this plain, 


= 


direct, unlimited expreſſion, I could; not admit 


Mr. Weſley's criticiſm, if it was even more play. 
ſible than ĩt is. But his. notion of reſemblance i 
. overthrown; by the text itſelf, a circumſtance 
which, conſidering Mr. Weſley s acuteneſs, I an 
aſtoniſhed he overlooked. We are there expreſo 
told, that when the blade Was ſprung up, aud 
* brought, forth fruit, then! appeared the tary, 
4 alſo;”—Nay; the very queſtion of the ſervant; 
Pidſt thou not ſow good ſeed in thy field, whence 
Ithen hath it tares? and their propoſal to root 
them up ſhew that the difference was obvious and 
ſtriking, (See Vo. 2.) But our Lordhimſelf confirms 
his on meaning in the ſubſequent parable of the 
net caſt into the ſea.— To this parable it is to be 
obſerved, Mr; M. applies no comment — for here 
even verbal critieiſm could do nothing. The 
net gathered of every kind both bad and good; 
and Chriſt himſelf tells us, that this mixed ſlate 
was to continue till the end of the world. 


N But”. ſays Mr. My ©. Can this Gentleman 
really think that Chriſt deſigned there ſhould be 


no diſcipline in his Church?“ I really do 


think and believe, juſt. what Chriſt himſelf has 
declared That the children of the Kingdom, and 
the children of the wicked one the good and the 
bad are to continue blended together in the viſible 


Church, untili the preſent; ptovidential diſpenſa- 


tion ſhalhend- -L believe ſo, becauſe Chriſt him. 


ſelf has ſaid it, and I conceive that every one who 
pe PR N | 9 


fulne 
their 


deſig 


plan 
und a 
in the 


tutibr 


Dr. \ 


and 


excu. 
tire, 
'utilit 


Meth 
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believe ſo too. 


To an lan of pious diſci line, 1 ril 
e bye be er ne and er 
— the laws of Chriſtianity, nor incon- 
gent with the great” arrangements of Provi- 
© dence, er the civif and religious order of Society, 
no perſon call fairly obj je —Chriftiax s, by be- 
Ting fuch, loſe no Rr their ratiohal ibetty,— 


Þtheir-0wn'companionis, and form theif own con- 
nexions.—Alid it is not tobe yueſtioned, but 
that what ſo many do daily for the purpoſes of 
buſineſs or pleaſure, Meg may aua ie for the 
ſublimer ends of devotion, and religious uſe- 

fulneſs, Viz; unite in regu aſſociations have 
their own'fy ſtems! df waer plirſue their' own 
Tdeligns without being moleſt 4. Such Was the 

plan of the Pietiſts in Ser er exemplary 
und as pure a body of men as perhaps ever were 


tutions im his kingdom, Known b the name 6f 
Dr. Woodward's Societies. And ſuch, notwitk- 
tandirig ſome irregularities - in point of order, 
extulabte; "at leaſt” on /account of their mô- 
uve, if Rot ifor the fake ot Heir even 
utility) mas t˙o been the Spriety of t 
Methodiſts. In each of theſe, by means of 
n union merely 141 0 FJonal, and by af Aadhe- 
rence to the eiu Withdut any allumption of 
the ecclęaſtical ene ſuch à real and ufeful dil. 
/cipline has been raBbſed. as we haye' good reaſon 
to believe no independent ſect ever did or ever 
could attain. And amon oft the "Methodiſts | ar- 
N it muſt be own that it has been Pre- 
ſerved for ſueh a length of time, and thro' G vaſt 


body of ae to be accounted for on no 


ns | 


e 


is cotuent ta Jet-pur Lrdiſpea for himſelf; uf | 


| They, as' wellias'othets, have a, right to choofe 
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But that a diſcipline of a ſimilar kind, implying 
the excommunication of all who have not, at leaf, 


tte form of religion (for this is evidently M; 


M. 's notion) either ought to be or could be ex 
tended to the whole viſible Church, is, I conceiy 
.a ſuppoſition equally contradiftory to ſcripum 
and common ſenſe, It is evident from varig 
paſſages of St. Paul's epiſtles, that he judged (ug 
adiſcipline as this, even in that age, in which it wy, 
on all accounts moſt neceſſary, and certainly no 
attainable, to be either inexpedient or impradl. 
cable. Ye do wrong” ſaith he to the Cori 


thians, and defraud, and that your brethren” 
Surely no man will ſay, that theſe had the tom 
of Godlineſs—or that thoſe were not openly in- 
moral, who even profaned the Lord's table by 
ſuch grofs irregularities as we, in theſe days, have 
_ never witneſſed, —The Apoſtle alludes to othe 
vices as not. utterly ſingular, but ſurely utterly 
_ Inconſiſtent with even formality itſelt. But does 
it appear that theſe Thiſtles and Brambles 
were rooted up without delay? One was, who 
bad committed a crime not heard of among the 
_ Gentiles. The reſt he evidently ſought to reſom 
by more lenient meang—by his own reproof and 
expoſtulation, and by perſenal and ſocial avoid- 
ance on the part of their . Brethren.-—But 
much as it may contradit Mr. M. 's theory, 
he did not dirett their excommunication ; for on 
comparing thoſe paſſages with the concluding 
_verſes of the 12th, Chapter of. the ſecond Epiſtle, 
it is Plan, they were till in the Church; and it is 
not clear they were reformed. It is impoſſible to 
overlook, in this view, the directions given by the 
TORE SRO? FO: Et 1 , ** 


roy 
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ume Apoſtle, both to Timothy and Titus, with 
elpett to the choice of Bibope. It any“ faith 
he to the latter, (and it is almoſt a repetition of 
what he had written to the former) be blame- 
leſs; the huſband of one wife — not given to 1 
wine, (or as the Epiſtle to Timothy, to much e 
wine) no ſtriker, not given to filthy luere, By 
Kc. Now, can we conceive that ſuch directions - HY 
could poſſibly have been neceſſary, if all immoral 1 


1 
4 
? 


perſons had been expelled, without delay, from 1 40} 
the Chriſtian Community? Surely if ſuch per. We 
ſons were not ſuffered to ſtay in the Church, os 
there was little danger of their becoming Biſhops 
Jof it. What then can we infer on the whole, 
but that the diſcipline of the Apoſtles, and eſpe- 
cially of St. Paul, (who is ſurely no bad ſpecimen 
of the reſt) conſiſted in earneſt, affectionate, and 10 
unceaſing rebuke, reproot, and exhortation, rather \ 1 
than in actual expulſion— and that this was 1 
kept in terrorem for offenders of the very groſseſt 

kind or for thoſe, who by falſe doctrine or . 
| cauſeleſs ſeparations, had corrupted the faith, or 
deſtroyed the unity of the Church t 


] cannot omit obſerving, that only four in- 
ſtances at moſt, of actual excommunication are 
mentioned in the Epiſtles of St. Paul. One of 
thefe I have noticed; the other three were evi- | ROK 
dently in conſequence of pernicious defines, „ N 
The diſeipline enjoined in our Lord's meſſages 
to the Aﬀitic Churches, ſo far as it relates to 
actual expulſion, has an evident reference to 
falſe teachers alſo. And it is very remarkable, 
that the only cafe in which St. Paul expreſsly 
directs excommunication in his Epiſtles either to 
Timothy or Titus, 1s one, in which Mr. M. may 
be more nearly concerned than he is aware— | !|'MI 
pit Tn 00, 5 Win" „ 


ee eee 


visible Church? St. Paul had obſerved, even in 


0 
e 

5 A man”? faith he ** that is an heretick, li e, 
according to the opinion of the -beſt criticks, 
a @ Sed-maker) after the firſt and ſecond adm. 
* nition rejed.” Wade 5 


NE * 
If the expulſion of all immoral perſons wy 
found impratticable, or deemed inexpedient, even 
In he Apobalic age, when the Church was made 
up chiefly of thoſe who had become Chriſtian 
from choice; how much more impoſiible muſt it 
have become in the ſubſequent 'periods—when 
traditional Chriſſianity was extenCing wider and 
wider, and the whole world was ruſhing into the 


his time, that in a great hauſe there were not 
only veſſels of geld and of ſilver, but alſo oi 
wood ind, of earth, and ſome to honour and 
* ſome to diſhonour.“ But how much muſt this 
mixed ſtate. have increaſed, when whole nations 
at once embraced the profeſſion, (and how, in the 
nature of things could it have been much more 


' than theprofeſſion) of the Chriſtian Religion ?— 


Had Mr. M. lived in that day, and been as emi- 
nent amongſt the early Chriſtians, as he is at pre. 
ſent amongſt the ſeparating Methodiſts, he might 


probably have. exerted himſelt. to prevent this | 


vaſt extenſion of the viſible Church. For if his 
theory of expelling all immoral : profeſſors had 
been  effeftually reduced to practice, this exten- 
fron, 1 muſt once more obſerve, could never 
have taken place. But can Mr. M. think the 
„head of the Church would have thanked him 


for this — when he himſelf had ſo expreſsly 
declared, that his Goſpel ſhould be as a net caſt 


1 


into the ſea, gathering of every kind both bas 
„%% ans, on 1 


This 


— k 
* * 4 f . 
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This is the main queſtion—Does-it appear to 
have been the will of Chriſt that his viſible 
Church upon earth ſhould or ſhould notbe mixed 
that immoral profeſſors of the Chriſtian Religion 
ſhould be permitted, when they preſented them- 
ſelves reverently, to e in the Chriſtian. ordi- 


nances; or that they ſhould be generally excluded? 
I apprehend if there was not another word in the 


whole New Teſtament upon the ſubject, this one 
3 ſettles it; But Chriſt's own example adds 


eſh ſtrength to his doctrine. He rebuked ſin; 
with that word which was quick and powerful, 
and ſharper than a two-edged ſword—but he ne- 
ver repelled the ſinner; all who bore his reptoots 
were Welcome were invited to his inſtructions. 
And in that ſacramental meal, when in the wil-- 
derneſs he fed promiſcuous thouſands with the 
bread of Heaven, he aſked not who were moral, 
or who were immoral. - His benignity ſhone. like 


the ſun in the firmament upon the evil as well as 


upon the good. The diſciplinarians of that day 
were offended at his liberality. But he aſſured 
them, that publicans and harlots were more likely 
to receive his inſtructions than ſelf-ſatisfied for- 


maliſts. He even permitted Judas, that monſter 


of ingratitude, to remain about his perſon to the 
laſt, nor did he repel him from that Table, at which 
| he inſtituted the Euchariſtic SacriſiceQ. 


Te TR SST on Hobo 4 obo 1590 
Alas! Why will the Diſciple! for. ever labour 
to be-wiſer than his Maſter ? Why will he not ac 
leaſt alk the reaſon of his Lord's condutt, before 


he will preſume to improve upon it? Is it nat - - 
certain, that even an open immoral ſinner may, . 
ſometimes feel the ſeriouſneſs of reflection, or 
the meltings of compunction ? Is it not to be 


ſuppoſed, that when ſüch an one approaches the 
Wee a4 | 5 Perl B | n Lord's 6 
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Lord's Table, chis is the caſe ? If he does noi | 
behave jirreverently, who will pretend to pene. 
trate hib heart ? Is it not poſſible that that holy 
ordimande e e e e 

feels, or even excite it, if he it not? If he 
has come an hundred times, and an hundred 
u mos relapſed into immorality, ſtill if he return, 
who ſhall dare to quench the fmoaking flax? 
Who can tell What that Publican may feel in the 
ſeeret of his heart? Who can know, but even 
then, at length, he may receive the grace of per. 
manent penitence? And what Pharifaical pre. 
ſumption would it be to cut him off from the 
conduits of ſalvation ? What then on the whole 
can we infer, either from the example of Chriſ, 
che practice of the Apoſtles, or the very nature of 
_ the thing, but that Mr. M's. thepry of excom- 
municatory diſcipline, as implying the exclu/on 
of all from the viſible Church who have not at 
leaſt the form of Religion, is unſcriptural, un- 
reaſonable, and ' providentially impracticable b. 
J oe I or ly 

1 have been the more diffuſe on this point, be- 
cauſe the want of diſcipline in the Church has 
e been held forth as an apology in all 
flebemes of feparation, for which no better reaſon 

could be aſſigned. Wilful ſeparatiſts have almoſt 
Ever profeſſed themſelves in purſuit of this ob- 
x ; and we may conſult experience, or indeed 
our own'ebfervation, with reſpett to their ſucceſs, 
The Methodiſts perhaps have been the only very 
numerous body who have attained What deſerved 
the name of difcipline;* The event will ſhew, 
- whether they are not now imitating the dog in the 
fable, whodropped his food to ſnatch at a ſhadow. 


o 


een numeroys body of Chriſtians gv 5 . e 
| J 8 


As 


14 dan only be that very lange, yet eel! pe 


„[. 


M to the document 'produged in the ninth 
page, I cannot help chinking, that the exhibition 

of it might have been. ſpared. Mr. Weſley's 

charater as an Hong man and a Preacher of the 

(opel, is fill of fomewhat more conſequence 

than his authority as an 97 deiner. And therefore 

1 humbly conceive, that the former ſhould: not 
have been hazarded ar expoſed for the ſake of 

the latter. ; Sane 15 Is 


. The aft to which this certificate refers, 5 ; 
queſtionably implies a direct contradiction to the 
whole tenor of Mr. Weſley's language through 


| life. And that not only of the former, but of the 


| ſubſequent part of his life. Every where, and on 
all occaſions; Mr. Weſley had inculcated upon 
his people the ſtricteſt attachment to the eſtab- 
liſhed communion ; he had ever repreſented this 
particular as the peculiar. glory of Methodiſm ; 
and ſome of the ſtrongeſt things he ever ſaid, (and 
few men could ſay ſtronger,) were upon this ſub- 
jet, Nay, what is moſt extraordinary, even attey 
the tranſaion of the twenty-ſeventh of February, 
1789, he does not abate one titile of the 1 
neſs of his language. In his Journal of the ſub- 
ſequent July, he expreſſes delight at finding the 
Inſh preachers ſo unanimoufly e to the 
Church —and adus, It is no wonder there has 
been this year ſo large an increaſe of the Society.“ 
And in the Arminian Magazine of April, 1790, 
he 3 Declaration Which has been al- 
ready. quoted, and which, in explicitneſs of ſen- 
timent, earneſtneſt of deſire, and poſitiveneſs of 
r exceeded all that he had ever ſaid 


Naw dan any thing be more ſtrange, than that 


B 3 Mr., 
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Mr. Welley ſhould; inthe midſt of all this, over. 
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throw at once what through life he had been en. un; 
- deavouring to eſtabliſh—That almoſt at the very Di. 
moment that he is thus earneſt in his words to attach fol 
his people io the eſtabliſned Religion, he ſhould WF tho 
in his actions make proviſion, as far as in him lay, wit 
for their infallibleſeparation from it ? — For was plo 
it to be thought, that when ſome were ordained, on 
others would not be ordained alſo: that four tic 
hundred preachers, (ſome of them perhaps not 1 
quite devoid of ambition) would ſuffer this privi. 1 
lege, enviable no leſs for its novelty than its dig. mie 
nity to be confined to two or three? Was it tar) 
not, of conſequence, plain, that Society af. the 
ter Society woulfl be excited to demand the ſim 
Sacraments, that preacher after preacher might neſ 
be qualified to give them ? Was it not equally evi. ſup 
dent, that ſo ſoon as they ſhould have the Sacra. lath 
ments adminiſtered amongſt themſelves, ſo ſoon | 
the tie with the eſt ;bliſhed Church would be for . 
ever broken? And on the whole, was it poſſible diff 
to doubt, but that the ſeed of Preſbyterial ordi- WW find 
nation being once ſown, the creeping plant of Lor 
Separation would ſpread wider and wider, until .) 
it had ſtruck a root into every ſpace of Metho- - » 
diſtical ſoil that would receive it? „ 2 


The queſtion then is, did Mr. Weſley do this Mr 


with his eyes open was he aware of the nature liſte 
and the conſequences of the meaſure—did he : 
knowingly, and of ſet purpoſe, intend that thoſe 3 t 

| It w 


effects ſhould follow ;—that Preacher alter 
Preacher ſhould be ordained—that Society after I eith 
Society ſhould be enticed to join with them, by the ſen! 
ſeductive motive of ſhewing thereby their ſupe- dep 
rior love to their brethren—and that thus a com- his 1 


pleat and final Separation of the Methodiſts from muf 


the 


19 


the Eſtabliſhed Church ſhould, by a ſubtile and 
unalarming gradation, be ay 1 
Did Mr. Weſley mean all this? If he did, what 
| follows ? Inevitably, that he ſpoke one thing, and 
thought another—that while he gave good words 
with his lips to the Church of England, he was bo 
plotting inſidious miſchief in his heart and that, 
on the whole, he was one of the moſt ſyſtema- 
tical, and yet weakeſt diſſemblers in the world. 


If this could indeed be proved, religion herſelf 
might bluſh. at the dire N of her hoary vo- 
tary. But can the Methodiſts believe this? Can 


_ — w- ” 
"ogy 2920 . — 
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they, who were conſtant witneſſes of his childlike | i 
ſimplicity his cordial fincerity—his frank open- N 
neſs of heart can they, 1 ſay, give credit to a ö I 
ſuppoſition. which: would prove their venerable \ Mn 
father—a Knave ?. - — 1 r | ht 
The Bible often helps good Chriſtians out of | | | | | 
difficulties; and I apprehend the Methodiſts will 1 
find a very apt ſolution of the preſent one in our 1 


Lord's words to St. Peter.“ When thou waſt 

| * young. (ſaith he), thou girdedſt thyſelf, and 
* wenteft whither thou wouldeſt ; but when thou 
art old, another ſhall gird thee, and carry thee' 
* whither thou wouldeſt not.” In every part of _ | 
Mr. Weſley's life, his moſt obvious fgjble con- 
liſted in a tendency to reſign his underſtanding © + 
to thoſe in whom he confided. In conſequence © 
of this, he was too often led to ſay and do what 


it would have been infinitely better he had never {|!jif0 
either ſaid or done. This, I believe, his honeſt and e 
ſenſible. friends always oblerved, and frequently. —& || | | 
deplored, But if this was the caſe with him, when WE 

his underſtanding was vigorous, how much more 161 


muſt it Have been ſo, when his mind became en- 11 
e B 4 . ervated . | --. 


i 
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ervated by age When his ſight was Failing, 1 
Fong failing, his memory decaying, and his 


whole frame rapidly finking into the grave? Ever 
flexible in his nature, he muſt then have been 


tant. as the ofier to every plauſible purpoſe, 


-.n 
Or. if any. faculty of reſiſtance ſtill remained, 


flirange would it have been indeed, if thoſe 
who were continually with him could not have 


found means, in an aha eta 1 hour, either to 
u 


ſtorm his refolution by 
per ſuaſion. | 


4 - 


rpriſe or to ſap it by 


That this act was not, could not have been the 
fpomtancous - reſalt of Mr, Wefley's head and 
heart, muſt be evident to every one who believes 
that Mr. Weſley was an honeſt man; becauſe this 
abt implied a compleat deviation from all his for- 


mer, as well as a dirett contradittion to many of his 


Tubfequent declarations. An old man of eighty- 


hve years might indeed be led by ſubtility and ma- 


nagement into a ſingle contradiftory act. But 
we may be ſure, that even at that age Mr. Weſ- 


ley: would have been conſiſtent, if he had had 


the good ſortune to have been left to himſelf.— 
For when ke was left to himſelf, we fee that his 
withes and bis views returned into their old 
channel. He ſpoke as he had ever done before; and 
moſt probably regretting in bis inmoſt ſoul that 
he had been feduced from his better purpoſes, he 


laboured to plant an antidote as near as peſſible to 


the porfori, For in this light, I believe every 


impartial perſon muſt conſider the Declaration in 

the Arminian Magazine. —/ See note 4. 
When Mr. Weſley was conſcious of having 

adted imprudently, he did not always think it 


beſt to make a dire acknowledgment of his er- 


tor. He knew that there were amor gſt the Me. 


tho diſts, 


6 


r 


. 
thodiſts, a great number of very uninformed bur 
ſincerè people, who might have been alarmed 
and offended by what they would have 8 


an 755 confeſſion ot inconſiſtency. Willing, 
ore, to be accounted weak, or even blam- 


there 
able, rather than run the riſque of throwing a 
ſtumbling block in the way of any of thoſe feeble 
ones, he often, in a degree, ſacrificed his own 
character to what he conceived the more mate- 
nal intereſts of his people; and confined him. 
ſelf to the inculcation of correQtive princi- 
ples, where a more enlarged view might per- 
haps have dittated an explicit renunciation. I 
honeſtly think, and ever thought, that in this 
Mr. Weſley was much overſeen ; but I am ſure 
his intention was always excellent. Amongſt 
many inſtances, however, which might be ad- 
duced to corroborate this obſervation, I ſcarcely 


know one more ftriking than the very declaration 


of which Lam now ſpeaking. Let any candid perſon 
lay Mr. M.'s Certificate and this Declaration to- 
gether; let him compare both, and particularly at- 
tend to the mode of expreſſion in the latter, and 
then ſay whether it is poſſible that both could 
have flowed /pontaneouſly from the ſame head and 
beart---whether they are not, in their ten- 
dency, diametrically oppoſite---and whether it 
is: not reaſonable to conclude, that the one was 
intended by Mr. Weſley as a laſt effort---to coun- 
teraft the miſchiefs, which he too late diſcovered, 
muſt neceſſarily ariſe from the other---and, as far 


0 4 


the effects of his own imbecility. 


as he then thought it prafticable, to guard againſt 


On the whole, then, let the Methodiſts deter- 
mine for themſelves, whether they will be guided 
by Mr. Welley's reaſon or Mr. Weſley's weak- 
e AGE B 5 nels: 


ma” 
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(49) 
"neſs---by a ſingle aff done in his eighty-fifth 


year, under we know not what influence, per. 
ſuaſions or engagements (but we may almoſt be 
confident under engagements which are now 
groſsly evaded or wilfully violated), or by the 
uniform ſcope of all Mr. Weſley's declarations, 
as well in the vigour of his lite, as at the ap. 
proach of death---by an act, 1 ſay, which, if 
we believe Mr. Weſley to have been an honeſt 
man, could not, properly ſpeaking, have been bis 
con; or by that declaration, which muſt have 
been, ſuperlatively, the language of his heart. 
And let it be remembered, that, in this inſtance, 


the Methodifls have not only their own, but Mr. 


Weſley's character, in their hands; for as they 
decide, the world will judge as they abide in 
the old, or prefer the new way, the public will 
determine, that Mr, Weſley was an honeſt 
worthy man, though once miſled in his old age; 
or that he was in every. inſtance of his life but 
this one, a deceiver and an hypocrite. | 


I ſhould now have very little more to fay on 


this ſubjekt, were it not that Mr. M. has thought 
good to lay againſt me two charges of unfairneſs, 
which demand a more particular confideration. 


The firſt reſpects a quotation which occurs in 
the 7th page of © the Conſiderations,” relative to 
the opinion entertained by the Separating Me- 
thodiſts reſpeRing the Church of England. And 
here 1 candidly own I was inadvertent; I ought 
unqueſtionably to have made a marginal rete- 

rence to the 7th page of“ a Form of Diſcipline 
for the Miniſters, Preachers, and Members of 
„the Methodiſt Epiſcopal Church in America, 
„ conſidered and approved of ai a * 
A 5 ; ty 46 2. 


„„ 


„ect Ke. in which Thomas Coke and Francis 
«Aſbury preſided, &c. &c.“ ; * | 


But, by this omiſſion, whom did I intend to 


deceive? I was writing to the Methodiſts, who, 
I muſt naturally think, were not unacquainted 
with the proceedings of their brethren beyond 
the Atlantic. -And at the time I was writing, 
I hardly thought that an hundred perſons in 


England would read the Conſiderations,” ex- 


cept themſelves. But farther, 1 was more im- 
mediately addreffing myſelf to Mr. M. and his 
friends, whom I could not ſuppoſe tobe uninformed 
with reſpect to the tranſactions of a Conference, in 
which one of the moſt zealous of themſelves had 
reſided. —{ See note g.)---At leaſt I could hardly 
— to impoſe the expreſſions of that conference 


upon them as their ow n. I knew too, that my 


pamphlet muſt be in their hands. almoſt at 
the moment of its publication -that they would 
of courſe have it in their power to detect a miſre- 
preſentation immediately, and be able to turn it 
upon myſelf with tenfold advantage. If, there- 
fore, I could have done what Mr. M. accuſes me 
of, with the hope of deceiving, I ſhould certainly 


* P : 


haye been the verieſt ideot upon earth. - . _ 


| But perhaps Mr. M. will hardly believe that 


the primary cauſe of this omiſſion was delieacy to 
him. I took for granted, that thoſe to whom 1 


wrote could find no difficulty in tracing everx 


quotation to its ſource; and having occaſion to 


allude moſt frequently to Mr. M. s letter, and 


not wiſhing that the name of a man whom 1 
knew, and very ſincerely regarded, ſhould fland 


in a page of mine with any mark 6f difapproba- 


tion, I willingly ayoided direct referenges, Thu 


what 


8 


— — 


1 TY Ie 
hat Lhadreſolved upon generally, Linadvertently 
did in a 8 inſtance. The leader will give me 

the more credit for this ſtatement, when he ob. 


ſerves, that there is not one word in my whole 
pamphlet by which it could be known that I was 


certain of the exiſtence of ſuch a perſon in the 


World as Mr. M. It was Mr. M.'s public con- 
duck only 1 had to do with. As a man, and much 
more as the acquaintance of many years, his 
private character, his perſonal circumſtances, and 
indeed his very name, were facred with me. 
But it may be aſked, Was it fair to impute to 
Mr. M. and his friends the ſentiments of the 
American Methodiſts? 1 can only fay, I ſhould 
be very glad to think chat it was not. But if a 
purſuit of the ſame conduft implies the ſame 

| — les, T apprehend it will not be caſy to eſta- 
him the unfairneſs of the imputation. It is not 
now to be provetl, that Mr. M. and his friends 
hy claim to and contend for an Independent Or- 
dination arid Adminiſtration of the Sacraments. 
In what, however, but ts confiſts the Separa- 
tion of the American Methodiſts? What but 
fits, Lak once more, is the eſſential character of 

_ a Independent Church any where? The Me- 
thodiſts, in America, I preſume, might plead 

_ againſt the charge of Separation, as Mr. M. has 

done that whoever leaſes amongſt them may 
£540 Church. If thty do not allow this hberty, do 


themſelves Separatiſts. But all We ean infer from 
hat iß, that chere was no need of fratagen in 


But, in wu, in this 22 I never 
dende adeniat of the charge—b preſumed 
, fe ans Forge no” it 


. they deſerve the name of Chriſtianz 7 Tis true 
the American Methodiſts have publicly declared 


TY 
Y / 
m 25 | C 
H | I . © | 
— 1 * 


Ws would have been admitted and defended But 
e been denied? Has Mr. M. in behalf of him- 1 
self and his friends, declared that they entertain 1 
no ſuch ſentiments reſpekling the Church of * 
England as their American brethren do? He has I 
[adduced a minute of the Engliſh Methodift Con- i 
C ference, publiſhed two years ago—in which it is * 
(id What they doin America, or what their 
minutes ſay, is nothing to us we will proceed in | 
che good old way.” But what is this minute IN 
to Mr. M. unleſs it can be proved that the good N | i 
Wold way” implied an Independent Ordination. and | 13 
5 
| 


; 1 of the Sacraments. I grant allo, - A 
that Mr. M. has pronounced the imputation to be 
a compound of art and ſlander. But this is rather 
J vague fort of denial. It would Have been i 
equally ealy to have ſaid at once, we hold no ſuck”. | 0 
opinion, Or if even n of rhetorick 1 
was indiſpenſable—ſ{BII an explicit diſavowal | 
might have been added. If Mr. M. had thought I 
good to do this, I ſhould moſt willingly confefs ul 
my error, though not my fraud—but if He | *. 
found it inconvenient to do ſo, I ſhould' think ſo 3. 77 
very great an out. ery was rather unneceſſary, x. 
With reſpeR to the latter charge, I muſt pre. | 
miſe, that 175 is a ſtrange flaw in the ice. — 
ment. In ſpeaking of the truſtees of the different I 


Chapels, J ath Wade to fay, that thoſe #f Brozd: — || 
mead and Guinea-ftreet would have been but 4 © 4 | 


third part of the whole number—My expreſhon = 11 
Was“ but 0b lr part — Akerenee 1 11 
of forme moment as the former mode of ſpeaking 4 4 
neceffarily implies certainty and pretiſion; N 


* 


whereas the latter, no leſs clearly implies a degree 14 
of uncertainty and latitude, Now w wy did Mr. WE. | 
M. fubflinute the ont tor the other ? * 5 ie 


* 


3 8 1 „ 
% * = 2 
1 
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— 1 * 


the very moment in which he charges me with 


ſtance, I have once more made the moſt accurate 


Hood well with the Truſtees of Portland Chapel, 


. 


a, falſe ſtatement, in a matter where I might have 
been very innocently erroneous, does he himſelf 
mutilate my words, and alter my ſenſe when, 
doubtleſs, fe could not have been miſtaken—;; 
he muſt of courſe have had my pamphlet before 
him? A tranſcendent mode this, ſure enough, of 
repelling a charge of inſincerity ! 
s 8 

As to the matter in avelih, I could only 
ſpeak from credible information—either then or 
now. Fearing, therefore, left I might have mil. 
apprehended or miſtated any material circum. 


Flag ob in my power—and I ſtill find that the 
lea ing fact was to all intents and purpoſes as! 
repreſented it. For although the Truſtees of WF beni 
Portland Chapel were but nine, the © TWELVE“ 


\ Truſtees of Guinea-ſtreet and Broad-mead (hay. 15 
ing not been filled up for ſome time), were but WW hon 
eden. Tis true, they could at any time fill up aruy 


their number—But they muſt Rand at twelve, — ws 
Whereas thoſe of Portland Chapel were not to 
be limited in point of number—but could increaſe y 
themſelves indefinitely. , If then Mr. M. only W BI. 


00d | LG . the 
he muſt have been morally certain of having not Eno 
ee 
Proper. | lear 
4 R | wa Th V4 2 1 me 3 33 . yea! 
Let me obſerve, however, that, in imputing part 
inſincerity to Mr. M.'s conduct in this inſtance. W 15. 
I had no more intention of attacking his private I C 


character, than I had of wounding my own. It Fro 
would be unfair indeed to argue from a man's 48 


public io his private conduct. Some of the bet I ibo 
men in the world, when drawn into the vortex of ma 
9 | N 


party, 


ö 


party, have ſaid and done, what, in a cooler mo- 
ment, or in their own private affairs, they would 
| have abherred. This made the mild and gentle 
Cranmer a perſecutor, and St, Peter himſelf a diſ- 
ſimulator... When St. Paul withſtood St Peter 
| to the face, did he mean to queſtion his general 
coodnels, or the radical integrity of his heart—or 
E when he recorded his duplicity, did he intend to 
tell to all future ages that his brother Apoſtle was 
a Knaye? no more did I intend to impeach the 
private character of Mr. M.—I conſidered him (as 
I always had conſidered him) a very good man— 
but, by the ſpirit of party, drawn into a line of 
conduct utterly unworthy of ham. ' I felt the 


fame kind wiſhes for him as ever; but I no more 


| thought it a gout of friendſhip to ſee him, as I 
| believed, miſleading his brethren of the Metho- 


diſts, without interfering to prevent it, than 1 


ſhould have thought it humanity to have ſeen an 
honeſt, but ignorant quack, dealing out pernicious 
drugs inſtead of medicines, without apprizing both 
himſelf and his patients of their danger. 


Yes, if I entertain any other opinion of Mr. 
M. now, than T' did three months ago, it is not 
the effect of mutability in me. Mr. M. muſt 
know pretty well the ſentiments I always enter- 
tained of his preſent principles. He might have 


learned them fully from a little publication of five 


years ſtanding, which hereceived from myſelf, and 


part of which he did me the honour of inſerting in 


his and Dr. Coke's life of Mr. Weſtey. [See Dr. 
C.and Mr. M. Life of Mr. We/ley, page: 538.) 
From this alone he might have (ferred? that if 
an occaſion ſor my” oppoſing Diſfenting Me- 
thodifm"{tiould occur, 1 woulF | > it W 
maintained by my father or my brother, K+ 

; An 


* 
” 


oppoſe it were it \ 


relative to Mr. M. himſelf, it ſehis own ri 


agal n and again aſſerting, both with reſpef tg 


ine yitably know to be falſe. 1 have given one 


| zavadious eee Nee, Or Was it to ſtille Hes 
ee that he laced 1 two E. 51 Are 


(8) 
But whateyer. alteration my mind has N one 
wi | 

has produced it. TI wiſh Kill to er 


d man in the main, {indeed I am pon FF. 
Reed what am I to think when I find hin 


ſentiments and the expreſſions in ty ample, 
what he himſelf, having f in his own hands, myf 


ance of this already. Another OCCurs in the 
Page, where he makes me affert, that he and 


10 


Mr. 
his friends have broken all the rules of Metho. WR Ath 
_ diſm, Where or when did I fay this ? 1 laid, 1 
 anddo lay, that they have broken the rulet of nor 
ethodifm, and ſome I conceive of the mol WK Rea 
eſſential; but that they have broken al! the | poſſ 
rules of een, 1 never laid—1 never in 
thought. not 
But both theſe. are rifles, in compariſon with Mr. 
that Which 1 meet with in the laſt p page. He hav: 
exhorts all,” faith Mr. M.“ who are of his en- raili 
* larged mind, not to regard Conference, Preach. W vou 
* ers, &c. &c, but to fight for the Church.” Not Wat 
to regard Conference or Preachers | True, ii Mr. 
the former * caft off its firſt faith;” and if the MW miſt 
latter abide not in the calling herein they I gent 
were called; And I ſay fo ſtill. As the Metho- Hof C 
diſts tender their everlaſting ſalvation, and as the) mor 
are ſeverally to anſwer tor tera ſelves t to God, they tern 
are bound to do ſo. To fay they ought not would 
be the eſſence of Popery under another name — C 
But how could Mr. N bring himſelf thus to ex- bee! 
{s politively what I ſpoke ene ? Did che. 
E ent conſciente offer no remonſtrance againſt this Sep 


up allaſhi 


at the ; 1 Soy 


6 0 ) 


lis ſentence ? But—T0,/ eur ron THE 
Cuunen ! Where in che name of Heaven? 1s: * 


it on the harmleſs fimile of the cattle upon the 


| Alps, that this is founded? Then let it next be 
ſaid, that St. Paul, when he alluded to the exer- 
ciles in the Ifthmian games, intended that the Co- 


rinthian Chriſtians ſhould literally become racers! 


nd charioteers. But Lam weary of this. If any 
| perſon can point out a ſingle Iota which gives the 
| moſt. indirect countenance to ſuch. an aſſertion, 


Mr. M. is welcome: to call me Jew, Turk, or 
I now moſt heartily bid Mr. M. and the eon- 


troverſy adieu. Of much of his Reply,” the 


Reader may obſerve 1 fill leave him in peaceable 
poſſeſſion, —To argue againſt unproved aſſertions, 
in which ran cuts the knot which reaſon could 
not untie, would be prepoſterous ; and meanly. ay 
Mr. M. may deem of my religious principles, they 
have at leaſt taught me not to render railing for 
railing. With honeſt intentions I have endea- 
voured to enable the Methodiſts on this impor- 
tant ſubject to think for themſelves. And with 


Mr. M. 's aid, perhaps not in vain: for I very much 


miſtake, if in the opinion of all thoſe who think 
gentleneſs, mech neſs, candour and truth, eſſontial parts 
of Chriſtianity, Mr. M. 's reply will not do muah 
more diſſervice to his cauſe, than Ican poſſibly flat 
termyfelf will be effected by my © Conſiderations. 


i have dee , 


been aſtoniſhed more than 1 can expreſs, at 
the irreverent facility with which ſome of the 
Separating Methodiſts make the great God of 
Heaven and earth à party in their quarrel.. 
Are they ſo. inſatuated as to believe, that he 
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in their petty biekerings? Or is it an aſſume! 
language for the N of raiſing and inflamin 
the imaginations of their votaries ? To that Ming 
which comprehends infinity that Eternal Source 
of wiſdom and of goodneſs—what,” in general, 
are the diſputations ot diſcordant” Religioniſts? 
If they are carried onwith rudeneſs and animoſity, 
without regard either to truth or common decency, 
. we may be ſure they are ufterly deteſtable in his 
ſight. If they are managed with ever ſo much 
coolneſs, they are perhaps, in moſt inſtances, of 
as little importance in his view, as the conten. 
tions of children about ſhells upon the ſhore. 
Humility, Meeknefs, Purity and Love theſe 


we know, and 1 might almoſt fay, we only know, 1 
to be in truth pleaſing to Him. But are %% oer 

the ingredients of thoſe 1 hand-grenade , 
which we ſee every now and then elanced from ber 
the camp of new Methodiſm—as it for the mere bel 
purpoſe of amuſing infidels? What others may e 0 
think I know not; but for my own part, I am is otl 
ſhocked equally at the bitterneſs, and 1 might al. WW" * 

ky wg © Ps moſt 

moſt ſay, the blaſphemies, which occur in theſe Wh, te 
publications. And I ſeriouſly think that if Port-. ſcan b 
land Chapel was even favoured with viſible marks . ; 
of the ſpecial preſence of God, and if the new eons. 
ſtructure was guarded by a pillar of cloud by day, Conſe 
and a pillar of fire by night, ſome of the exprel. Ka 

. fions which have been uſed upon this occaſion, II is 
could ſcarcely be juſtified. 8 

; — | . * — car a 

„ TCC | ſays | 

| (Note No. 1.)—In the opinion which I expreſſed reſpefting 1 bh 

* the detetmination of Mr. M. and his friend, to effect by ſlow ent; 

degrees a _compleat ſeparation of the Methodiſts from the on 17 

Eſtabliſhed Church, I judged chiefly from circumſtances, FROM 
2 that time a plan of proceeding agreed upon amongſt ura 

themſelves at @ meeting at Litchfield, has fallem into my hands. wa 0 


Eil is ſo expteſsly corroborative of what I have ſaid, that! 
tank it my duty to lay an extract from it before my 3 
| | 500 410 


mme 


* A 


TEIRSTESERECEEE CE 
, LITER? 


1 


44 Fieſt;” though we agree, that no avowed ſeparation ſhould 
be made ftom the Church of England, yet we are full 


(6 ne that the Sacrament of the Lord's Sapper ſhoul 


be adminiſtered: in every place where the majority of the 
« Members requeſt it; but the Preachers ought not to can- 
« yaſs for votes, nor: do any thing in order to obtain a majo- 
6 rity, which tends to ſtrife or diviſion; nor ſhould the Lord's 
| «© Supper be adminiſtered in any Chapel, where a majority of 
« Truſtees are againſt it, except a fair and full indemnification 
© pe offered them or all the debts they are reſponſible for, 
© ſuppoling they require ſuch indemni yy fe 
« Secondly, all Preachers, when admitted into full connec- 
tion, ſhall receive their admiſſion by being ordained Deacons, | 
« provided firſt that no preacher, who is now in, probation or oy 
« in full connection, ſhall be obliged to ſubmit to ordination z + | 
© and ſecondly that no Preacher ſhall receive Letters of Or- 
« ders, till he have been ordained an Elder; and thirdly, 
% that all the Preachers who ſhall be approved by the Con- | 
« ference, hal Ifrom time to time, be ordained Elders.” U 
Let me now aſk the intelligent reader, whether: this is I | 
E not as clear and expreſs a plan for moulding Methodiſm 1 
into an independent Church as human art could deviſe ?— | 
It is, to be ſure, agreed, that there ſhall be no avoweEr hk 
Lebaration — that is, in plain tei ms, the buſineſs is to be carried 
on not fairly: and openly, but darkly and infidiouſly, and the #1 
Preachers are not to canvaſs. for votes, nor to do any thing 0 
to obtain a majority which may tend to flrife or diviſion 9 
in other words, they are not to give a premature alarm, or do | | | 
any thing to cauſe an actual ſchiſm—{(for ſuch meaſures would —_—_ 
moſt probably defeat their own purpoſe)—but they are evident- g | 
ly to purſue all mild perſualive means—in ſhort, whatever \- = 131208 
„ea be done wiruovut ſtrife or diviſion, —And in this way, 10 
6 they entertain no doubt of gaining their point; for hereafter . $94 
all new Preachers are to be admitted by being ordained Dea- 1 
ons :—and all Preachers who ſhall be approved of by the 4 
6 Conference, are, from time to time, ta be ordained Elders. ; 10 4 
uh, 


The indulgence to the/ Preachers now-in conneRiong is a proof 
perhaps that no perſecuting meaſures are to be adopted. But 1 
„it is equally a proof that the old ſyſtem of Methodiſm is about | ö 
to expire ; and that all who ſhall be admitted hereafter are to 4 
bear a ne character, and ſet out upon a new plan. But,“ N {10-0 
lays Mr. M. * We will not form an independent Church.“ | 7 {hab 
The reader may believe Mr. M. i he is. able. A 6.0) It | 
No. 2.—Mr, M. aſſerts, that our Lord ſuppoſes : even his | 
f 


enlightened ſervants might miſtake the wheat for the tares ; and, 5 
on this ground concludes, that there muſt have been a re ſam- lf 
blance between them, and that conſequently the tares cannot % 
mean outward ſinners. I muſt. apprize the Reader, who, may 14 
have been deceived by Mr. M. “'s uſing in this place one of the BY. 
ommon marks of a quotation, that the paſſage he refers bo (he 3 

1 "OE ; * 8 at t. ; is 11 
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| | | 8 hich 

* dee | err 3 him 
EE the direſt contrary: The woch . 
att dot not Jeſt hi | eta A ihe taxes ye gather up allo _ 
the whent. (For this indeed would have implied he poffibilii r thei 
ef miſtake) Bus leſt while yegather up the tares, ye noor W-ation 
alſo the wheat wich them iütimming this one thing only, tha Wl nent : 

the connection was {6 near; and the roots fo intangled together, Wir. w 
wee was impoſſible totale up one wirhent dragging the other ed be 

er it. 61 | 3 


No. g. Wiek reſpect to Excommunlcatory Difcipline, | 

; — liberty — — 1 — 1 

to be reaſonable and feripturat; but 1 ſpeak ander correctiot 

cf wiſer and better men. And let me dbferve, wet if even! 

am miſtaken, it does not effect the main argument becauſe the 

Methodiſts, having had fo efficacious a diſcipline white a $0- 

ciety; in cunnection with the Church can have * mo- 

tive to go in par ſuit of diſcipline inte the watkleſs waſtes ol 
ſeparstioůn. | EE: 

No. ibs Mr. Weſley deemed to be Separation from 
the Eſtabliſhed Church, he has repestedliy told us---but on nd 
occaſion more plainly than in the cafe of the Society at Dept. 

1 ford; in the year 1796. Tueſday Sept. 24,“ (Faith he) “ 
; a % met the claſſcs at Deptſord, arid was vehemently impor. 
{I tuned, to order the Sunday fervice in our room; at the ſame 
itt | «time with that of the Church, It is eaſy to fee, that this 
1 « would be a /ormal ſeparation from the Church. We fixed 
88 s both our morning and evening ſervice all over England, at 
« fuch hours as not to interfere with the Church; with this 
4 very. deſigu, that thoſe of te Church, if they choſe it, 
„ might attend both the one and the other. But to fix it at 
© the ſame hour, is obliging them to ſeparate, either from the 
Church er us. And this I judge to be not only incxpeditnt, 
- % but totally unlawful” for me to do.” To 
_ | Again, Tueſday Jan 2, 1984, I went over to Deptford: 
Hi © Hut it ſeemed 1 was got into 4 den of Hons. Moſt of the 
* Teen men of the Society were mad for ſepdrating fron the 
„% Church, I endeavoured to resſon with them, but in vain; 
*« they. had neither ſenſe nor even GOOD MANNERS left. 
« At length, after meeting the Whole Society, I told them, Ji 
« If you are reſolved; you may have your ſervide-in the Church to 
5 1 for. But remember, from that time, you will ſee my fact 
7 % me more. This ſtruck deep; and from that hour I have | 
Heerdt ad more of ſepiration fromthe Churen. M” 
On theſe paſſages. I need make no remuatk; but only leave ma 
„tte reader to ae from them, how far Mr. M. and his friends all 
27e in Mr. Weſley?s' opinion, Separitiftsfrom the Chutch zd rive 
to determine for Rimſell in what ſenſe to underſtand Mr. 
Weney's daß felemn Wärniag apaink Separation. _ | 
No. g:- Having hid'occafion th mention Dr. Coke, Icannot omit 
che opporn 
hitu 


— —_—_—zy 
* 


nir of declaring; that much as 1 may differ from 
jon, and nue af T auß Dine he warmth with 
5 5 | vi ” 


tn) 


arm-hea 1 — e 2 2 bilanthrop iſt. 


is Fry: 

To no th ole Methodiſts * dedieate m — 
r their good. * 1 more, uotwithſtandin ag Ml., A0. denun- 
q ation, I —_— ginger to 974 to 55 their own ju 


| lich he has 
Mar 1 do 


l 


= aA Reg: 's R Fave quite Sar W e Tie from 
= 120 before 1 began to ould ſcarcely 94 put pen 
| q 0 paper, I am much . to {ce ſo many y own 


oughts confirmed by him; and 1 think his arguments on 
| 155 are ſo deciſive, that if the Methodiſts — them ron the 


e wud they be porfeaded though, one roſe from the dead.” 


+ Thad read them ſeveral years finee, but Kad quit * 
the SY * * . FN Now 


. nA 


» -— 


HETHER 3 be ee 2 __ aa 8 
tio 


may he diſputed, be ing no r | FN 
| $ ſome may imagine] it ig by no means expedient f for 'Ft ( | 
; to leporate fr qmthe eſtabliſhed church: „ 5 14 


1. Becauſe, it,would be a coptxagiRtion to the *. _ 
ma and 23 Which we have made "I — nl 
all manner of are in Weener. Wan, and 2 * | — | 


S Gm Gn TW 


— 


5 | * , ; S * —— ord , 8 4 © 3 A a A 
. 1 9 6 i 4 : 8 1 5 * 
& * 3 9 
by g ob F 8 - V1 
* bs , - F I , 2 
131 , - * bs M \ p » 7-£ - . 5 1 } 5 
| 2 ; 4 N 3. 1 * | $1 
' ; . N 1 +: 
R A % r c 1 Ys 
. 7 ' 4 1 6&5 
2 5 5 


(4) 


2 Becauft (on this as-welt: as on many other ae. 
Counts) it would give kug ge occaſion. of offence to 
thoſe Who ſeek and 3 eee Fe ene. 


mies of God and his truth: t et RE 
* TL 25 TS * TE 131 fa. ' 
"3 Becauſe iewould ee a nidice * 
us many who fear, yea, wholove God, and thereby 
| hinder their receiving ſo much, perhaps any fre 
| benefit from our Pronchiby': 


_ Bebauſe Would hinder Welti of thoſe why 
| neither darf nor fear God, from wende us at all: 


5. Rette it would e many dro f 
not ſome thouſands of thoſe who are now united 
with us, to ſeparate from us; yea, and ſome of thoſe 


' bean have a —_— work of: * in their ſouls: 


6. Becauſe it would be e balls of wild- 
fire among them that are now quiet in the land. 
1 now ſweetly united together in love. We 

moſtly think and, ſpeak. the ſame thing, But thi 
would occaſion LO AM ſtrife and -contention, 
between thoſe Who left; and "thoſe Who remained 
in the church, as well as between thoſe who left us, 
and thoſe who remained with us: nay, and between 
thoſe very perſons who remained, as they were va 
t inclined one Way or the other: 


45 Betzbſe, 3 coritroveiſy i is now aſleep, 
and YR n great meaſure live eaceably with all men, 
ſo that'We Are ſtrangely at Jeifu retoſpend our whole 

time and ſtrength in enforcing plain; practical, vi- 
tal reli 75 5 hat would man of our fore-fathers 
have 8 ade enz ved 16 bleſſed a calm?) 
is 0 cke) agile peace from among us, 
and (ät without 1379 f its return, It would en- 
bree me for one, in a thouſand controverſies, both 
eg and private ; (for I ſhould be in conſcience 


9 give 15 reaſons 13 uY condutt, an and to 
defend 


* 


1 


r 

elend thoſe reaſons againſt all oppoſers) and ſs 
Like me off from thoſe, more uſeful labours, which 
night otherwiſe employ the ſhort remainder of my 


Life & tt 65) , 


8. Becauſe to form the plan of a new church 
ould require infinite time and care, (which might 


fer more . profitably beſtowed) with much more 


Priſdom and greater depth and extenſiveneſs of 
bought, than any of us are maſter of: 1 
| weve ITE e AID Y Ys at E 4 
9. Becauſe, from ſome having barely entertaine 
a diſtant thought of this, evil fruits have already fol- 
Wowed, ſuch as prejudice againſt the clergy in gene- 
Tal; and aptnels to believe ill of them; contempt 
ot without a degree of bitterneſs), of clergymen as 
ſuch, and a ſharpneſs. of language toward the whole 
order, utterly unbecoming either gentlemen or 


| & -4} 5 8 f | 4 ; 
10. Becauſe the., experiment has been ſa fre- 
quently tried already, and the ſucceſs never; an- 


wation raiſed up from time to time many witneſſes 
pf pure religion. If theſe lived and died (like John 
Arndt, Robert Bolton, and many others) in the 
hurches to which they belonged, notwithſtanding 


ul, till they went to paradiſe. But if, uppn any 
provocation or conſideration Whatever, they, ſepa- 
ated,; and founded diſtinct parties, their influence 


. as more and more confined; they grew leſs and 
0 eſs uſeful to others, and generally loi the ſpirit: of 


1s, 

th I. 2. Becauſe we have melancholy ' inſtances of 
ce Ibis even now before our eyes. Many have, in our 
to Nemory, left the Church, and formed themſelves 


into 


- 


TY 1 al 


ſwered the expectation. God has ſince the refor- 


the, wickedneſs which overflowed both the teachers 
and people therein; they ſpread the leaven of true 
religion far and wide, and were more and more uſe - 


eligion themſelves in the ſpirit of controverſ. 


* . . 5 fe . * 1 8 5 + S f 
| * 8 8 5 FI. | % Y a | | & i : | 
7 n e 112. . 
; | fnto-Giftin@® bodies. And ceftaihly foe of then 
7 W r that they ſhoùd do God more 
£ ſervice; ' But have _ ſeparated themſelves ang 
| | £ 


125 ? Have they been either more holy, of 
hg 2 more uſeful than they were before? £ 
Il A4 Becavile, by ſuch a ſeparation, we'ſhould not 
{| _ oily throw away pe lar glorying which Pod 
(| TI - Has given us, that we de and will ſuffer all thing 
lil - _ forour brethfer's falke, though the more we lot 
J them, che lefs we be loved; but ſhould act in dire 
Tontradiction to that very end, for which we belies 
Dod bath raiſed us up. Phe chief deſign of hi 
A providenee in ſending; us out, 'is undoubtedly, 0 
8 \__ __ quicken our brethen. And the firſt meſſage of al 
-our preachers is, to the loſt ſheep of the Church of 
Enpland,” Now would it not be a flat contradiftion 
to this defign, to ſeparate from the Church ? Theſe 
things being conſidered, we cannot apprehend (whe- 
- = ther it be lawful in itſelf or no), that it is lawful 
dorus Were it only on this ground, chat it is by no 
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Laſtliy, Whereas we are ſurrounded on every 
fide by ihoſe who are equally enemies to us and to 
tho Chureh of England and whereas theſe are long 
practiſed in this war; and ſilled in all the objec- 
Amon againſt it; while: our brethren; on the other 
| hand ure quite ſtrangers to them all, and fo on aſud- 
J denne er ee ener them s it is highly ex- 
1 — © pedientforovety preacher te he pre vided with ſound 
|  - anſwers to thoſe objeftions, and then to inſtrut 

mts ſocieties where he Jabours, how to defend them. 
meves againſt thoſe aſſaults: that they may no mort 
eee ts and fro by every*wind of dofrine + but being 
wein one mind and/epejadgment, by ſolid ſcrip- 

t tend rational arguments, ma a 
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may'grow up in all 
zie lim whe is ou. erl.. 
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